Introduction
The Subject
The history of the Turkish Independence War (TIW) is an important part of a more general subject: the ultimate settlement of the so-called "Eastern Question". This is the question how to sol ve the problem created by the continuing territorial erosion of the Ottoman Empire during the whole 19 th century and the first quartcr of the 20 th century. The emcrging nationalist movements in the Balkans, which led to the formation of new states (Serbia and Cireece) on one side, and the battle defeats of the Ottoman armies by the "Great Powers" of that time on the other, caused gradual loss of more and more pieces of land. As the "fail" of the Empire as a whole was then in question, the government, order of the regions under the control of the Ottoman Empire, and the possible partition of these regions becamc the most important question among the Great Powers.
Because the Great Powers had diffıculty in making and realizing any decision about this partition, due to the severe competition among them, this problem has remained as the most important question of the pre-First-World-War era. One can even say that one of the reasons for the dclay in the expected fail of the Empire was this very competition, which led to the First World War (WWI), or the "Great War".
The Eastern question was to be solved ultimately during and after the WWI, but immediatcly aftcr the war the question became mainly a "Turkish Question". The new regulations for the formcrly Ottoman countries were planned through hard bargaining by the "winners" of the War at the diplomatic negotiations in the dominant centcrs of the Great Powers. The plans of the vvinners for Turkey, hovvcver, were disapproved and opposed by a group of "nationalist" Ottoman soldiers, who managed to gain the support of different social and ethnic groups in Turkey. While the other aspects of the old Eastern Question (in the Balkans, Arab countries) were being settled by the agreements after the War, this very opposition in Turkey under Mustafa Kemal's leadership generatcd a resistance movement against the plans of the Great Powers for Turkey. This movement was to form a regular army under the commandment of the old Ottoman officers, and fight against the Greek army, which in May 1919 occupied a part of the country with the encouragement of English politicians.
The struggle of the Kemalists between 1919-1923 to form a new state, and the war between the Greek and Turkish armies in years [1919] [1920] [1921] [1922] are commonly called the Turkish Independence War (TIW). This movement was the most important part of the settlement of the "Turkish Question", although the Western politicians had been trying to "solve" this question at the diplomatic meetings by ignoring this local initiative and dictating their plans to the Ottoman elite, and by trying to avoid any further military confrontation in the region.
So, we can see the question of the TIW as a part of the settlement of the Turkish Question after the War and consider this settlement as an important part of the ultimate settlement of the old Eastern Question. This study of the American press in this period focuses on this general question (i.e. Eastern Question). That is why the statistical information givcn in this paper is about the place of this general question in the American press, though the place of the Turkish Question (i.e., TIW) in the American press of that time will also be discussed. Three qucstions came to mind when discussing such an issue: 1) How, if at ali, was American foreign policy tovvards Turkish Question influenced by the Amcrican press? As the main assumption here is that we may find out the American state policy towards the Kemalists by using published documents and secondary literatüre, 2 we can do his by comparing US policy wilh the attitude of the press. To do this, we should discuss the role of press in foreign policy making, and policy making in general, 3 but this is not one of the aims of this paper. The press also acts as a participaııt in the policymaking process. ... the press fulfills this role by serving as representative for the public, government vvatchdog or critic, advocate of certain policy positions, and actual policymaker." Richard Davis, The Press and American Politics, New York & London, Longman, 1992, pp. 197-198. 4 For the general discussions on the press and the American foreign policy see: Davis, especially part IV " Media and Policy", Bernard Cohen, The Press and Foreign Policy, Princeton, N. J.: Princeton 2) How far is the American press usable as a "source" in writing the history of the TIW (or the history of the ultimate settlement of the Eastern Question) and especially the history of Turkish-American relations of that time?
3) What was the attitude of the American press towards the TIW and Kemalists in general? Or to put it differently: what was the place of the TIW in the American press? The attitude of the American press may be considcrcd as the "attitude of the American public opinion" as well, for "the press can be viewed by policymakers and the public as the voice of public opinion." 5 Hence, the purpose of this paper, in the most general terms, is to discuss the place of the Turkish Question (1918) (1919) (1920) (1921) (1922) (1923) in the American opinion. To do this, a bricf account of the press used for this study should be given first.
The Scope of the Materials: American Press from the End of 1918 to the End of 1923
The press "as a collectivc noun covers a vvide variety of publications, at national, provincial and local levels, each with its own distinctive characteristics. It is most commonly understood to refer to the national (and provincial) dailies, as well as the weekly magazines of current and political affairs."
6 Number of vveekly, monthly and quartcrly periodicals wcre used in this research, and the term the "American press" refers to these periodicals. One of the reasons for this is a very practical one: until now I have only had access to the issues of thcsc periodicals. The other reason is rather methodological, as the journals are more proper than the daily ncvvspapers to study the attitude of the press in a certain period, because "most journal articles establish their argument by outlining and encapsulating the literatüre on the topic concerned, and this may be a quick and useful introduction to the historical discourse on the subject. Certain periodicals dcal largely with issues relevant to contemporary history." 7 Some statistics on the number of the articles published in some of the American periodicals of this time will be given, and they will be used to supply a general picture of the subject. Besides giving a general picture of the number of articles on the Eastern Question in the American press, the paper will offer some general observations driven from the contcnt of the articles studied and from the study of one daily newspaper; the New York Times (NYT). [CH] and [A] are those periodicals that I have examined most thoroughly, because they are those, which were so much interested in the Eastern Qucstion, that we can follow, though partly, its history even only by using them. Up to now I have collected ali issues of [CH] and [A] from the end of the war (November 1918) to the end of 1923 (the year in which Turkish Republic was founded). We can find almost in every issue of [CH] , during this time, articles on the Eastern Question. Another magazine, ali issues of which for this period I have examined is [FA] , but this quarterly magazine was established in September 1922, so just one and a half years are in question and a total of 6 issues were published in this time. I have not examined ali issues of the olher periodicals, but have collected some articles from Magazines, Vol. II-V., 1885 -1905 , Cambridge, Harvard University Press, 1938 -1968 The history of the Turkish Independence War (1919-1923) (TIW) in general and of many specific aspects of it have been studied by numerous scholars by using different sources. I do not aim in this paper to re-write this history by using the American press of that time, but it may be worthwhile to discuss whether the American press can be used as a "source" for this purpose, or for writing any historical subject at ali, and if so, to what extent.
At the outset it seems worthwhile to state clearly that I consider the press to be one of the most important sources for contemporary history writing. We do not need to discuss here the importance of the press as a "source" in history vvriting as historians are ali very well aware of this and they have been using it continuously. One of the most distinguished of them, Eric Hobsbavvm puts it very clearly: "As the historian of the twentieth century draws closer to the present he or she bccomes increasingly dependent on two types of sources: the daily or periodical press and...publications by national governments and international institutions." 9 This role of the press is emerging from the fact that "the press does serve as observer in society -recording events, statements and policy decisions."
10 Apart from its importance, we may discuss whether we can consider the American press as a '"primary" source or not, and whether we can see it as a document (Uberreste) or rather as a narrative (a source of Tradition). Doing this, as Brandt puts it in his classic book, 11 we should know that such classifications are only meaningful, if we keep in mind that "Eine absolut geltende, d.h. philosophisch-logisch einvvandfreie Gruppierung des historischen Qucllcnstoffes ist nicht möglich und wâre auch sinlos..."
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One way of classifîcation of the resources is to divide them into "primary" and "secondary" ones. But again we should not forget that this is a completcly rclative criterion, i.e., one source may be relatively "more" or "less" primary than another under different circumstances. Besides, primary sourccs are not by definition always more useful than secondary ones. The American press of that time, for instance, can be seen as a primary source in vvriting the history of 1920's compared to the books and articles vvritten in the later years, but the records of the diplomatic correspondence, for example, are "more primary" than the press. Nevertheless, the American press is for instance, the "most primary" source for writing on such subjects as the attitude of the American press towards the Turkish nationalist movement, or towards Turkey in general.
Another commonly acceptcd classifîcation of historical sources is made according to their endogcnous characteristics (innere Eigenschaften): The sources that inform us about history unintentionally (unabsichtlich, 'unwillkürlich') are called "documcnts" (Überreste), and those do this intentionally (willkürlich) and with the purpose of informing on history (zum Zweck historiseher Kenntniss) are called "narratives" (Tradition) 13 . One "source" may be considcrcd as "document" or "narrativc" depending on the reasons it is used, and it may even be used as both at the same time. In this context, the American Press, for instance, is "written narrative", whcn one aims at using it to write the history of the Turkish-American relations, because the purpose of the press is to reflect the contcmporary history of this subject in this time as the information in the press is a kind of report on the contemporary developments. In this case, the subjectivity of this n A. V. source may be a big problem for a historian. Therefore any historian intending to use the press for understanding and/or reflecting a historical subject must alvvays take this problem into consideration very seriously.
14 Hovvever this very source may be considered, on the other hand, as "document", if one wants to study a subject like "the attitude of the American press tovvards the Kemalist movement" or "the image of Turkey or Turks in the American press". Because the aim of the creators (Erzeuger), i.e., the authors, in this case is not to give us ansvvers to the questions about these subjects. In this case, they are themselves a part of the history.
We can say, in this context, that the daily nevvspaper The New York Times [NYT] , for instance, can be utilized to follovv the developments in the Near East, because the nevvspaper vvas very interested in the region and rcportcd almost every important event there. Hovvever it vvould be misleading not to check the accuracy of the given information carefully because as a daily nevvspaper, it often informs us about something, developments about vvhich are not vvritten at ali in the follovving days, and vvhich vve today knovv that vvas completely incorrectly reported. Though vve may sometimes fınd nevvs in periodicals or nevvspapcrs on events vve never have come across before, vve should alvvays check the accuracy of it by using "convcntional" sources. A good example for this is nevvs item in the Junc 1923 issue of Current History [CH] , vvhere an interesting initiative of a Svviss group at the peace confercnce in Lausanne is mentioned:
While the Turkish delegation at Lausanne vvas engaged upon the vveighty problems of the Near East peace, it received on May 12 a proposal vvhich at first sight did not appear altogcther serious, but on consideration vvas found to have ccrtain advantagcs. A Svviss syndicate proposed to the Turkish Government through ismet Pasha, an exclusive concession for the export of pure blood Angora cats, vvhich could bc bought at less than $1 each and sold in America, England and elsevvhere for at least $50 each (CH,1923/6:532) . This stimulating news defınitely needs to be confirmed by other resourees, but it may be the initiator of an interesting discovery: Since I found the same information in TNR,1923/6/ 13:58 as well.
The study of the news on TIW in the [NYT] and the periodicals of that time may serve as a very good subject for a case study, to argue how far the press can be used to write history. We may assert that the more frequently a press organ appears the less accurate the information it supplies: The information in the short news articles in every issue of the weekly periodical [TNR] under the title of "The Week", in which the recent developments in the world were briefly summarized is, for instance, more accurate than that in the daily news in the [NYT] . But the information in the regular news articles published in monthly magazines like [A], [TAM] (under the title of "The New World") and [CH] (under the title of "The events of the last month") is much more accurate than that in the [TNR] , and less accurate than that supplied in the quarterly magazines [PSQ] (under title of "The Ncw World") and [FA] , Apart from news articles, we may fınd analytical articles with very precise examinations of the developments in the region. The reason for this negative relation between the accuracy of the information and the frequency of the press organ is very simple: the monthly and weekly periodicals have more time to check the accuracy of the information about the events, which daily newspapers may write vvithout deeper investigation into the accuracy of the information. However the basic goal of the monthly periodicals is not to reflect the developments through news articles, but to offer deeper evaluations and discussions by prominent opinion makers of the society. Because of this reason the periodicals would help us much to fınd out the public opinion at any particular time.
However the press organs (daily, weekly or monthly) are not only "refleetors" of the public opinion, but they take an important part in the "making" of this very public opinion. The degree of this influence is rather a questionable issue and the role of the press as a policymaker can be discussed somcvvhere else, but this is not the proper place for this discussion.
Some General Observations

\
The materials I used for these general observations are mainly the articles I have collected when I searched the American periodicals, a table of which is given above.
The table below shows the number of the articles published in each of these periodicals in every year of the period under considcration: n.p. = the periodical was not published in that year. x = no information about the issues in this year is available.
The graph below, which is driven from the table above, shows us the change in the intcrest of these periodicals for the Eastern Question: As we can see from the graph above, the periodicals were interested for the Eastern Qucstion the most in 1922 (108 articles), which actually is understandable, for this was the year when the determining war between the Grcck and Turkish armies took place. However it is worth discussing vvhether or not this growth of interest was due to the general sensitivity of public in the West to Greek concems; because the increasing trend in this period seems to diminish after the end of the war in Autumn 1922, although the settlement of the Turkish Question was not completely fulfilled. We can see from the table that the number of the articles in 1923 (100 articles) is slightly less than that in the previous year (108 articles), which shows that the interest in 1922 generally was sustained for this year, though the trend seems to diminish. After this brief information about the quantitative side of the subject, it is now possible to introduce some general obscrvations about the content of the articles and the news articles in the [NYT] during this period. NYT (1918 NYT ( -1923 1. The American press in general was very much interested in the World War from the beginning, although the USA did not take part in the war until April 1917. The most important subject in the press in the last months of the war was the developments in the new socialist state of the Bolsheviks in Russia and victories of the Allies on different fronts including those in the Ottoman Empire.
An Overvieyv Based upon the information Derived from ali of the Articles in the Periodicals and the
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The reports and analyses about the World War continued to be published in the follovving years as well. 2.Thc interest of the press after the end of the war focused on the international negotiations that took place immediately after the war.
19 Though there vvas a discussion in the USA about vvhether the state should play an active role in these negotiations, the general expectation vvas that the USA must profıt from the advantages of being on the side of the "vvinners", i.e., should take her share of the "spoils" of the vvar, since they had played a determining role during the vvar. Thereforc, vve can read an extensive story of these negotiations about the nevv arrangements in the vvorld in the November and Decembcr 1918 issues of the 3. The defeat of the Ottoman armies on different fronts and the surrender of the Empire were cheered by the press, and the Mudros Armistice on October 30, 1918, was reported promptly. 21 4. The foremost issues discussed during the two years after the war were plans for a "new order" in the region, in which the Ottoman Empire had dominaled until thcn, 22 and the role of the USA in this new phase. 4b. From the beginning, the press was very much interested in the conditions of the American missionaries in Turkey, and their fate in the future.
4c. The readers were informed extensively about the proposal for an American mandate in the region, and opinions for and against the American Mandate found their spacc in the magazines. 26 5. After the second half of 1919, the favoritc topic in the American press was the Greek occupation of İzmir an,d western Turkey. The aetive support of the "Great Powers" for this occupation was legitimized in the press by the argumentation that the Greeks were representing "civilization" there! They were introduced as the soldiers of the "civilized" West, and it was expcctcd from them that they should punish the "barbarian" Turks and help the Western powers to save the Christian minorities and to bring civilization to the Turks. 6. Besides the Greek occupation, the immediate opposition against it under the leadership of Mustafa Kemal vvas reported intensively, 27 vvhereas the attitude tovvards this nationalist movement, about vvhich the press initially did not knovv much, vvas very negative: at the beginning they vvere considered as the offspring of the Young Turks, that had been seen as the persecutors and executioners of the Armenians, and as the friends of the Bolsheviks and Islamists. As vve vvill see bclovv, the Kemalists v/ere to be taken more seriously later, but at the beginning they v/ere seen as a group of adventurers and radicals. They vvere oflen reported as bandits or gangs that vvere fıghting against the civilized West. This attitude vvould remain to the end, but some allernative epinions vvould gradually find more place in the press, and the readers vvere informed about the Kemalist movement and Turkey more regularly and more respcctfully after the press began to see that they vvere taken seriously in the rcgion and in the capital cities of the West, 28 though the anti-Turkish tendeney vvas dominant even after the end of the vvar. This attitude of Morgenthau continued to the end of (and even after) the war, and he kept opposing any attempt to come to an understanding with the Turks. 32 Another way of refleeting this anti-Turkish attitude was to publish letters to the editör, in which the Turks wcre attacked severely. 33 8. After the foundation of a regular army by the government founded in the parliament in Ankara, and espccially after the first successes of this army against the Grcek army, vvhich terminated their move tovvards inner Anatolia, the vvar betvveen the Turkish and Greek armies started to be seen as a fıght betvveen two regular * armies of countries in the "periphery". The press reported the developments on the front on a regular basis, vvithout giving up the habit of standing behind the Greeks and giving hope to the rcaders that the Turks vvere ultimately to be dcfcated soon. 34 opposition caused by the Kemalist movemcnt was hinted at frequently.
11. Besides the military developments in the region, the bargaining (i.e. negotiations) in the cities of Europe about the new order in the region, in which the Kcmalists gradually played a more important role, was closely followed by the American press. 39 The problem of discord (or the conflict) among the Allied Powers in the region during negotiations about the new arrangements in Turkey was another important issue in the press. 40 Only one year after the occupation of western Turkey by the Greek armies under the control of the Allied Povvers, the discord among them was evident and publicly known. As the Italians were against this occupation from the beginning, and started "secretly" helping the Kemalists, this conflict among the Allied Povvers, and the Italian support for the Kemalists were reported regularly by the American press. It was considered a barricr or restriction for Western civilization to punish the Turks as harshly as they had deserved. From the autumn 1919, some news about the French opposition to the English initiative in the region and the French attempts to come to an understanding with Kemalists appearcd in the press. The open support of the French in the follovving months for the Kemalists against the Greeks was seen as a last blow to the weak harmony among the Allied Powers, vvhich attested the strong conflict among them.
The role or the responsibilities of the USA in thcse negotiations was another important issue in the press. 41 12. In the second half of the period in question, i.e., in 1922 and 1923, when the legitimacy of the Kemalists as the representatives of the people in Turkey was generally accepted in Turkey and abroad, the press started to discuss about the possible fııture developments in Turkey, in case a Turkish state would be formed. This continued in a higher degree after the foundation of new Turkey. In this context, the cconomic, commcrcial and cultural interests of the USA and its citizens in the "new Turkey" became one of the most important issues. 42 13. After the ultimate defeat of the Greek army on the front iri the fail of 1922, the most important topics in the press wcre the Near East diplomacy and the pcace conference at Lausanne. 43 The developments vvere reported rcgularly, and although the antiTurkish discourse in the NYT and in other periodicals continued, there vvere alvvays more articles than before in the press, vvhich defended the Kemalists and introduced them as the modern Turkish elite that had proved itsclf as the Westernized group in Turkey, vvhich vvas ready to civilize/vvestemize the country. But the dominant discourse in the press vvas stili anti-Turkish.
14. Apart from these issues, the social, economic and cultural life, 44 and especially the situation of vvomen 45 in Turkey vvere analyzed especially in [A] by some pcople, vvho visited the region.
15. Other issues that found place in the press after the defeat of the Greeks were the migration problem and exchange of the population betvveen Greece and Turkey. 
Conclusion
The period in question (1918) (1919) (1920) (1921) (1922) (1923) was a kind of "turning point" in the history both of the Amcrican foreign policy and of Turkey in general. For the Americans it was a time vvhen their "open door policy" vvas becoming the dominant policy among the Great Povvers in the international arena, and vvhen the American diplomats felt obliged to undertake more responsibility in the settlement of the Eastern Question than before. This vvas to lead in the futurc to the abandonment of the then century old Monroe Doctrine.
For Turkey it vvas the time vvhen a nevv state vvas being formed on the "vvreckage" of the old Ottoman Empire by the modernist elite, and one of the most important purpose of them vvas to convince the "Westerners" that they vvere modern or civilizcd. To a certain extent these tvvo aspects vvere linked to each other: The governing Turkish elite (i.e., Kemalists) and the American diplomats vvere theoretically on the same side, as they both advocated a system, in vvhich "independcnt" nation-states (instead of the colonies) vvould make up the "periphery" of the world system. I tend to cali the process that vvas steering the vvorld tovvards this system, standards of vvhich are determined in the eıırocentrist and modern mega-paradigm of the West, "eurocentrist and modern standardization", vvhich, has become gradually more dominant in the last century. The Kemalists vvere one of the fırst elite groups in the vvorld, vvhich vvere conscious of this process and tried hard to make the Westerncrs, but most of ali the Americans, belicve their sincerity. It proved to be possible for American diplomats rather more easily than for the American press. The 
